[image: image1.jpg]"sOMaQa

Open Mobile Alliance



Doc# OMA-REQ-2004-0861-answers_to_comments_PEEM_RD_from_REQ_0853
Submitted to REQ
14 Sept 2004
Doc# OMA-REQ-2004-0861-answers_to_comments_PEEM_RD_from_REQ_0853
Submitted to OMA-REQ 
14 Sep 2004

Input Contribution

	Title:
	Answers to review comments in REQ-0853 to PEEM RD 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	To:
	REQ for PEEM RD Review and PEEM breakout of REQ for handling review comments

	Source:
	Stéphane H. Maes, Oracle Corporation
+1-203-300-7786
stephane.maes@oracle.com 

	Attachments:
	N/A
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Public       FORMCHECKBOX 
 OMA Confidential

	Replaces:
	N/A


1 Reason for Contribution

The PEEM Subgroup has requested to initiate second informal and formal review of the PEEM RD as presented in OMA-REQ-2004-0844-PEEM_RD_for_REQ_Review. 

Document OMA-REQ-2004-0853-PEEM-comments-to-PEEM-RD provides initial review comments to the PEEM RD. This contribution tries to answer/dispose these comments. It follows-up OMA-REQ-2004-0853-PEEM-comments-to-PEEM-RD but should be handled at the same time.
2 Summary of Contribution

OMA-REQ-2004-0853-PEEM-comments-to-PEEM-RD questions the definition of Policy enforcement as currently provided in the RD and derives proposal for changes of the definition to align with IETF as well as subsequent changes in the RD for consistency (namely a figure change).
This contribution challenges that the PEEM RD is already aligned with IETF terminology and that the proposed changes are therefore not warranted.

3 Detailed Proposal

The current PEEM RD propose as definition for policy enforcement:

	Policy Enforcement
	The process of policy evaluation and policy execution.


Contribution OMA-REQ-2004-0853-PEEM-comments-to-PEEM-RD points out that as IETF (RFC3198) defines policy enforcement as “the execution of a policy decision”. Therefore, it infers that policy evaluation is not part of the enforcement process and that the definitions should be limited to policy execution.

This is not necessarily a correct conclusion…

Indeed, let us consider the definition of policy decision provided in the same RFC (RFC3198) and central to the argument presented in OMA-REQ-2004-0853-PEEM-comments-to-PEEM-RD.

	Policy Decision
	Two perspectives of "policy decision" exist:

          -  A "process" perspective that deals with the evaluation of a

             policy rule's conditions

          -  A "result" perspective that deals with the actions for

             enforcement, when the conditions of a policy rule are TRUE


With this definition in mind, policy enforcement includes:
· Evaluation of the policy condition

· Execution of the actions when the conditions of a policy rule are true.

Policy enforcement therefore include the steps of policy evaluation and policy execution (executing the action) as defined in the PEEM RD based on RFC 3460 and RFC 3060.

It is possible that some may have taken a more narrow common use of policy decision and therefore may expect that policy enforcement = policy execution. However, the IETF information model for Policies and IETF definitions related to policies do not imply such view and explicitly identify the other point of view as valid.

Therefore, the PEEM RD is consistent with IETF in its choices to clearly separate policy evaluation and policy execution as well as encompassing both steps under the notion of policy enforcement.

The rest of the comments in OMA-REQ-2004-0853-PEEM-comments-to-PEEM-RD were motivated by the assumption that the definition of policy enforcement should be changed. We have shown that it is not the case. Hence no action should be taken on these comments.
4 Intellectual Property Rights

Members and their Affiliates (collectively, "Members") agree to use their reasonable endeavours to inform timely the Open Mobile Alliance of Essential IPR as they become aware that the Essential IPR is related to the prepared or published Specification.  This obligation does not imply an obligation on Members to conduct IPR searches.  This duty is contained in the Open Mobile Alliance application form to which each Member's attention is drawn.  Members shall submit to the General Manager of Operations of OMA the IPR Statement and the IPR Licensing Declaration.  These forms are available from OMA or online at the OMA website at www.openmobilealliance.org.

5 Recommendation

We recommend that the answer provided in this document be considered during informal / formal review of the PEEM RD by REQ. If needed, the content should then be incorporate in the Review Report to illustrate disposition of the review comment (i.e. no definition or figure change).
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